





12, Io@ 
RAD, 
TOR, 
LONDOoy, 
CENTRE 
3ES. 


iS. 
EWRIT 
















L FROM 

ston, Let 
® Legarde ; . 
- W. Gard 
nd Willie Bags 


3ERS : My 

. 
rd. &c.; Mem 
- Mackay, Gy 
ar, &c 


LITTLE 1g) 
1arles Groves § 
1d, Orlando} 
illing; Mesdap. 
Zerbdini, E 
n Warren, iil 


’ GIRL: Me 
Willie wo 
and Hunt 
e Warde, Cad 
skine, Sevening 


>’S MOVE, ¥ 
rthur Bourel 
k Mills, ER 
inott, EB erton 
Cleme nt, Fay 


IGHT. At; 
and Miss ED 
ing, Mr. G4 
e Ferrar, Ma 
’ Pamela Gay. 


STs, Tallew, 
A. Warde, 


L: Mr, B.& 
‘ulton ; Me 
Hoffman, A 
Tombes, D. 
Ernest Stal. 
". Edmuniés, 


TY. Negw 
1k ; and th 
W. Walker, 
m Walke, 








Sept. 19, 1903. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


[Vol. 47.1 . 783 








ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D. 1720. 
Governor—_ Sub-Governor— 

HENRY F. TIARKS, Esq. SIR NEVILE LUBBOCK, K.C.M.G. 

Deputy-Governor—C. SEYMOUR GRENFELL, Esq. 

DIRECTORS. 

T. F. Knowles, Esq. 
G. F. Malcolmson, Esq. 
M. G. Megaw, Esq. 
a Meinertzhagen, Kx. 


Rt. Hon. Lord Addington. 
R. Barclay, Esq. - 

-Edward Clifton Brown, Esq. . 
Walter Spencer Morgan Burns, Esq. 
R. F. Cavendish, Esq., M.P. 

E. H. Cunard, Esq. 

E. J. Daniell, Esq. 

Sir A. Dent, K.C.M.G. 
Sir W. Dunn, Bart., M.P. 
C. E. Green, Esq. 

Capt. Philip Green. 

C, E. Hambro, Esq., M.P. 


Spencer J. Portal, Esq. 
W. G. Rathbone, Esq. 

Rt. Hon. C. T. Ritchie, M.P. 

J. Robarts, Esq. 

V. H. Smith, Esq. 

Capt. Sir G. R. Vyvyan, K.C.M.G. 

W. N. WHYMPER, Secretary. 
FUNDS IN HAND EXCEED - -  £4,900,000. 
CLAIMS PAID EXCEED - - - £41,000,000. 

FIRE, LIFE, ANNUITIES, ACCIDENTS, BURGLARY, EMPLOYERS’ 
LIABILITY, MARINE, FIDELITY GUARANTEES. 
Write for full Prospectus to Tar Secretary, Head Office, Royal Exchange, London, E.C, 


a») ‘ 

THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED. 

FULLY SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - £2,000,000. 
RESERVE FUND - £180,000 
Fipetiry GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND Lunacy Bonps. 

Morreacr, Denenture, License, AND ConTINGENCY INSURANCE. 
TrusteesHirs FoR Depenture-HOoLpERs, &c. Sinxinc Funp anp Leaseno.p 

Repvemprion Poricres. Forcep Transrers GUARANTEE. 





PAID UP - £200,000. 











HEAD OFFICE: 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-street, E.C_ 
IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
x In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
‘To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 
LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 





ESTABLISHED 183». 





FUNDS - - . - - £ 4,100,000 
INCOME - - + + + £500,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS (1902) nearly £ 2,000,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE - - £ 15,232,000 


Tdk PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar tc this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 
PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 

Wrrnovr Prorrrs. 


The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderae. 


Age Premium | Age | Premium | Age Premium 
30 £116, | 40 | #2 10%, | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





20 | £17 8°, 


£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 24 p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 


| 40 yrs, | 


| 


10 yrs. | 20 yrs. | 30 yre. 
siiv0 | 61.438 | £1,724 | 64,067 


| Amount of Policy 


Duration | 
5 


Full information on application to 
| THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


VOL, XLVII., No. 47. 


The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 
LONDON, SEPTEMBER 19, 1903. 


*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not op 
the regular staff of the JoURNAL, 

All letters intended for publication in the SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL must 
be authenticated by the name of the writer, 


Contents. 
CuRRENT TOPICS ........s00 0-08 cove: TES | OBITUARY ... corccree e-cossoreereereerences cccee TOT 
Prorits Mave IN THE PromoTion OF Tent, BBWS  .ceerececpescssesecesse coscesee Ot 
COMPANIES ........-.c0cceccecseceeftercercevee 483 | Wsptna=0r NOrices 21.2. o-ccccccees-00-00 7 
ee seceessscee 786 | Creprrors’ NOTICES... .. 00 0+ ese ecsseree 78 
CORRESPONDENCE oi. 5. ceeceenee + «. 787 | Basxarvrprcy Norices ........ 7a 


Pvewic Generac STATUres. 





Case Reported this Week. 


Evans v. Jenkins ......... . ‘ . 37 


Current Topics. 


Tae Lorp Onancettor, whose absence from the recent 
Cabinet Councils will have been observed, is, we understand, at 
Harrogate, and has unfortunately been indisposed during the 
last two weeks, but we are glad to learn that on Wedneslay 
last he was a little better. 





Mr. Justice Bucxyitt sat on Wednesday last for the first 
time during the present Vacation Sittings. The court was 
held in Probate Court 1, which is not less inconvenient than 
Queen’s Bench Court 9. His lordship disposed of a list con- 
taining thirty-one matters. 





A promistnc start was made with the Law Society’s new 
scheme of legal education on Tuesday last, when the Principal 
(Mr. Epwarp Jeyxs) gave his inaugural lecture to a 
audience of students in the council chamber of the society’s hall. 
The Principal desires it to be known that he will, during this 
term, be in his room at the Law Society’s hall every Tuesday 
and Friday afternoon, from two o'clock to four, to receive 
students who may be desirous of consulting him about their 
work. He can also be seen at the close of his lectures. 
Arrangements are in progress for the formation of a lending 
library for the use of studeats attending the society’s lectures 
and classes. 





Tue pEatH of Sir A. E. Mrutsr, K.C., C.S.L., calls for more 
than a mere obituary record in these columns. In 1863 he suc- 
ceeded the late Mr. Narrer Hieerns, QC., as editor of this 
journal; he held that position for about six years, and long after 
he had ceased to be editor he was a frequent and valued con- 
tributor. All through the discussions which resulted in the 
passing of the first Judicature Act, and the subsequent settle- 
ment of legal procedure and the functions of the judges, he took 


| an active part in the way of comment, criticism, and suggestion 


in articles in this journal; and for many years afterwards was 
always ready to afford the benefit of his pentane | yg experience 


upon current legal questions which interested him. He was a 
remarkable man in many ways. Equally eminent as a classic ard 
mathematician (he was gold m istin both at Trinity College, 


Dublin), he kept up his knowledge of both branches during the 
busiest times of his life. He was gifted with a age | 
retentive and accurate memory, enabling him to 

with little difficulty what he had read, seen, or heard 
of. He had dates (including, we fancy, the exact times of 
call to the bar of most of his coatemporaries) at his fingers’ end 

and, in fact, wasa sort of living encyclopedia to those who had 
the benefit of his acquaintance. Combined with thie, he had an 





admirable literary faculty; his style was clear and flowing, if 
47 
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litigation may not accumulate. .To these latter circuj 
claimed, Ye is more than probable that the bulk of th 
additional business resulting from the County Courts Act, 1 
will flow, and in order to dispose of this, without interfering with 
the prompt administration of the ordinary jurisdiction, s0me 
additional judicial help must necessarily be provided, either by 
increasing the number of county court judges, or else by 
requiring existing county court judges whose circuits involv 
the minimum of judicial labour to come to the help of their ley 
fortunate brethren by relieving them from time to time of some 
of their work. 
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occasionally somewhat diffuse. As a lawyer he was well read, 
acute, and industrious, and it is not wonderful that with these 
qualifications he attained to a large practice as a junior at the 
Chancery bar. Asa leader he was not a success—why, it is hard 
to say, unless a certain occasional hesitancy of diction and lack 
of the faculty of terse statement accounted for it. But in his 
official positions, successively as a member of the Railway Com- 
mission and a Master in Lunacy, he proved both able and 
efficient, and in the post of Legal Member of the Council of the 
Governor-General of India, to which he was subsequently 
appointed, he found work thoroughly congenial to his taste. 4 














AN INTERESTING discussion of the circumstances under whicha 
security constitutes a ‘‘ floating charge on the undertaking or pro. 
perty” of a company so as to require registration under section 
14 (1) (d) of the Companies Act, 1400, is to be found in the recent 
case of Re Yorkshire Woolcombers Association (Limited) (1903, 2 
Ch. 284). In October, 1902, the company gave to certain 
persons who had guaranteed its banking overdraft a security to 
cover their liability under the guarantee. The security was in 
the form of an assignment of all its present and future book 
debts, with the benefit of all securities for the same, to a 
trustee to be held by him, subject to redemption, in trust for 
the guarantors. The trustee was to give notice of the assign- 
ment to the debtors if so requirea by the guarantors, and 
the usual powers were conferred on the trustee for 
enforcing the security;. but in the meantime he was not 
to be answerable for allowing the company to receive the 
book debts. A receiver was subsequently appointed in a 
debenture-holder’s action, and it was contended in that action 
that the above security was a floating charge, and was void for 
want of registration under the Act of 1900. Of course a floating 
charge is entirely a modern creation, and the term, although it 
has found its way into Acts of Parliament, is rather popular than 
technical. Hence there is likely to be difficulty when, as in the 
present case, it becomes necessary to ascertain with legal 
precision what it means. The idea, as pointed out in Re Panama, 
§e., Co. (L. R. 5 Ch., p. 322), perhaps the earliest case on the sub- 


Ir 1s Nor EAs¥ to guage the amount of additional business 
which will come to the county courts as the result of the County 
Courts Act, 1903, which enlarges the pecuniary limit of juris- 
diction from £50 to £100. It is, however, tolerably evident, 
from section 5 of the new Act, that, at least in the opinion of 
its framers, the increase will be considerable. The section in 
question (which cannot be regarded as a conspicuous example of 
concise drafting), while leaving each county court circuit to 
dispose of all actions over £50 commenced therein, empowers 
his Majesty, by Order in Council, to determine and specify to 
which court of each circuit such actions shall be transferred for 
trial, and provides that the court selected for that purpose shall 
be one in which “due provision has been made for carrying on 
the business of the court without interference with its ordinary 
jurisdiction.” Inasmuch as, with the exception of circuits 41 
(Clerkenwell), 44 (Westminster), and the City of London 
Court, every other circuit comprises more than one court, the 
prescribed method of selection will practically apply in every 
cireuit throughout the entire county court system. Some 
doubt, however, may well be felt as to whether its 
practical working will prove adequate to accomplish the 
obvious purpose of the Legislature—viz., the due trial of 
actions over £50 with the least possible interference with 
the exercise of the ordinary jurisdiction of the county courts. 
¢ y it will not, it is submitted, have this effect. if 
instead of such actions being, from time to time, transferred to 





the most convenient court on each circuit, it should be considered 
obligatory, having regard to the terms of section 5. to effect a 


erence, once and for all, to a particular court, without power 
elsewhere on any court originally 


to transfer such actions 
selected for the purpose ceasing to be a court where “due 
provision has been made for carrying on the business of the 
court without interference with the ordinary jurisdiction.” 





Morgoven, if, in determining which court on any circuit fulfils 
the prescribed condition justifying its selection for the trial 
therein of actions over £50, regard is to be had mainly, if not 
exclusively, to the amount of work pending in such court (which, 
however, is very far from being clear), great difficulty in making 
an adequate selection will, it is conceived, necessarily arise. 
For though, on some circuits, one particular court may almost 
imvariably be distinguished for its light cause list, on other 
circuits (and notably in some of the larger provincial courts and 
in the M lis) the amount of business of each court is often 
not a fixed, but 4 varying, quantity. Surely, therefore, it would 
have been wiser, and more practical, to have empowered the 
judge of each — court circuit (as being more conversant 
than anyone else with the exigencies of business on his circuit) 
to select, mero motu, from time to time, the particular court on his 
aareuit to which pending actions over £50 should be transferred 
for trial, while, at the same time, 
the request of the parties, and 
direct the trial of any particular action elsewhere. 
ever, to be feared that no method of selection will 
eomsiderable dislocation of ordinary county court business when 
the new Act comes into operation, unless, indeed, the whole 
county court circuit system is re-arranged (if that be possible) | 
with a view to equalizing, 

litigation on each circu't. 


ject, is that, until the holder of the security interferes to enforce it, 
the company is to be at liberty to goon dealing with its property 
in the ordinary course of business without reference to the 
charge. Other well-known cases in which this principle has 
been developed are Re Florence Land, &c., Co. (10 Ch. D. 530) 
and Re Colonial Trusts Corporation (14 Ch. D. 465). In each 
it was held to be of the essence of a floating security that the 
company was not to be fettered in the carrying on of its business 
by the existence of the security. And to the same effect is the 
definition given by Lord MacnaGHTENn in Government Stock, $e., 
Investment Co. vy. Manila Railway Co. (1897, A. C., p. 87): “A 
floating security is an equitable charge on the assets for the 
time being of a going concern. It attaches to the subject 
charged in the varying condition in which it happens to be from 
time to time. It is of the essence of such a charge that it 
remains dormant until the ee charged ceases to be a 
going concern, or until the person in whose favour the charge is 
created intervenes.” 





In GENERAL, no doubt, a security created by way of floating 
charge extends to the whole property and undertaking of the 
company, although it may further rank as a specific charge upon 
some portion of the property. The peculiarity in the presen: 





case of Re Yorkshire Woolcombers’ Association (supra) is that 


reserving to him full power, at| there was what purported to be an immediate assignment, and 
om proper cause being shewn, to | that this extended only to a part of the company’s property. 
It is, how- | 
obviate a very | 


There were thus strong grounds for distinguishing it from 
an ordinary floating security, and moreover, the circum- 
stances under which it was = were not gich as ordinarily 
call for the creation of a floating security. Moreover, con- 
siderations of convenience pointed, as Vavcnan Wuiams, L.J., 


a8 far as possible, the volume of | observed, to treating the security as specific, But nevertheless 
At present it is notorious that while' the Court of Appeal, affirming Farweu, J., 


held that 


some circuits are conspicuous for their comparatively light cause |it had all the essentials of a floating security. With- 


lists, others absorb 
omsequently im 
arduvus ae f 


far more than their due share of work, and| out pretending to give an exact definition, Rouen, LJ,, 
me on the judges presiding over such circuits | observed that a charge which had the following characteristics 
prolonged sittings in court in order that arrears in| must certainly be regarded as a floating charge: ‘'(1) If itis s 
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on a class of assets of a company, present and future ; 
(2) if that class is one which, in the ordinary course of the 
business of the company, would be changing from time to time ; 
and (3) if you find that by the charge it is contemplated that, 
until some future step is taken by or on behalf of those interested 
jn the charge, the company may carry on its business in the 
ordinary way as far as concerns the particular class of assets’ in 
question. In the present case, notwithstanding that the security 
had some of the marks of a specific security, yet it had the three 
characteristics thus defined, and it was a floating security. Con- 
sequently, since it had not been registered under section 14 of 
the Companies Act, 1900, it was void as against other creditors. 


Ir 1s familiar law that where the party making aun offer con- 
templates that the acceptance will be sent by post, then the 
contract constituted by the offer and acceptance is complete as 
soon as the letter of acceptance is posted: Adams v. Lindsell (1 
B. & Ald. 681), Henthorn v. Fraser (1892, 2 Ch. 27). It has now 
been decided by Bicuam, J., in Alexander v. Steinhardt, Walker, 
§ Co. (1903, 2 K. B. 208) that a similar doctrine applies to a 
letter which constitutes an equitable assignment of a fund, and 
that the assignment is complete upon the posting of the letter, 
and is not invalidated by the fact that the assignor has become 
bankrupt before the letter is received. The plaintiff, who was 
acreditor in this country of a Chilian firm, Watxer & Co., had 
been pressing them for a reduction of their debt. In May, 
1902, after shipping certain copper ores, they wrote to the 
defendants, the consignees, directing them out of the proceeds of 
sale to pay £400 to a German firm, and to pay the balance to the 
plaintiff. On the same day they wrote te the plaintiff telling 
him that they had instructed the defendants out of the proceeds 
of the copper ores to place in his hands “‘ the sum of £200 more 
or less.” After these letters had been dispatched, but before 
arrival, Watker & Oo. became bankrupt in Chili, and their 
trustee in bankruptcy cabled instructions to the defendants 
revoking the directions contained in the letter. It was held, 
however, by Bicuam, J., that the equitable assignment already 
made in favour of the plaintiff was not affected by this revoca- 
tion. The letter to the defendants would not, of course, have 
been sufficient by itself. It was merely an order to agents 
which could have been revoked at any time before being acted 
upon. But the letter to the plaintiff stood upon a different 
footing. This was a statement that he was to be paid out of 
specific funds in the hands of a third party, and constituted a 

d equitable assignment of the funds to the extent indicated. 

For this purpose any words are sufficient which shew the 
intention: Row v. Dawson (1 Ves. sen., p. 332), And the 
intention of Watker & Co. to make the assignment was finally 
carried into effect when the letter was posted. At that time, 
therefore, the rights of the parties were fixed, and the plaintiff 
consequently was entitled to the benefit of the assignment. 


THE RECENT decision of SwinreN Eapy, J., in Re Jenkins and 
H. E. Randall § Co.’s Contract (1903, 2 Ch. 362) deals with 
an % Me" question which arises when land which has 
been the subject of an unauthorized investment of trust 
moneys is sold. When in breach of trust money has 
been laid out in the purchase of land, it would seem to 
be the duty of the trustees to realize the investment as 


must, of course, make it good. On the other hand, if the cestuis 
que trust are all competent, they may undoubtedly elect to 
take the land, and in such a case the trustees’ right to 
sell would be gone. In the present case it was suggested 
that the rule against the trustees must be carried “further, 
and that where the cestwis que trust are under disability, 
the power of sale is postponed until at least one is com- 
tent and assents tothe sale. This, of course, would effectually 
estroy the right of the others to elect to take the land. But 
this is opposed to a dictum of Cozens-Harpy, J., in Power v. 
Banks (1901, 2 Oh., p. 496), and also, as SwivrEn Eapy, J., held 
to the principle of the thing. ‘In the case of an unauthorized 
purchase by a trustee,” said the former judge, “I think 
the trustee can make a title to a purchaser with 


and desirous to take the land im apecie.” If 
resently fulfilled, the trustee is not bound to 
wait because possibly it might be fulfilled hereafter. “ He is 
simply,” said Swixren Eapy, J., “ doing his duty by turning the 
property into sesh 20 90 to agin, OSS EES the trust 
fund. The contrary view would prevent a trustee from ever 
remedying a breach of trust of this nature without instituting a 
suit for the purpose.” In the present instance, it may be 
noticed, the sale resulted in a gain to the trust funds. 


once competent 
this proviso is not 








Profits Made in the Promotion of 


Companies. 


THE provisions of the Companies Act, 1900, have made it more 
difficult for promoters of companies to secure immoderate profits 
by their operations, but the interest of decisions which shew how 
such profits can be recovered by the company, either directly or 
by way of damages, is by no means at an end. Such a decision 
was given by the Court of Appeal in Re Leeds and Hanley 
Theatres of Varieties (Limited) (51 W. R. 5; 1902, 2 Ch. 809), 
and though it does not profess to establish any new principle, it 
serves as a convenient reminder of the rules in this respect 
which have been established. A company, which may for 
shortness be referred to as the Finance Co., had been formed in 
1893 for the purpose (inter alia) of the establishment and work- 
ing of financial, commercial, and industrial undertakings, and in 
December, 1896, it entered into contracts for the purchase of 
two music-halls at Hanley and Leeds for the sum of £24,000. 
The contracts were entered into by a person called Ranps, 
a clerk of the Finance Co., as the nominal purchaser, 
and they provided that a part of the purchase-money 
should be Weft on mortgage if Ranps, or any company 
he might form to work the music-halls, should so require. 
A company known as the Leeds and Hanley Theatres of 
Varieties (Limited) was promoted by the Finance Co. to 
take over the music-halls, and in February, 1897, Ranps 
contracted to sell the property to Carrer as trustee for the in- 
tended company. The purchase price on the re-sale was to be 
£75,000, payable as to £17,500 in cash, as to £16,000 by mort- 
gages to be given by the Theatres Co., and as to the re- 
mainder by debentures and paid-up shares. The Finance Co. 
obtained a valuation of the property at £75,000 and issued a 
prospectus of the Theatres Co. in which Ranps was put forward 
as vendor, and ultimately the Theatres Co. was floated and sub- 
scriptions obtained from the public. With the cash at the 
disposal of the Theatres Co. the cash instalment of the original 
purchase-money was paid, and the mortgages aud debentures 
were created and the paid-up shares issued as — 
All this was done under the auspices of the Finance Oo., 
which nominated three of the directors of the Theatres Co. and 
ovided two of them with their qualification. The Theatres 
Bo. carried on business at a loss, and ultimately the music-halls 
were sold by the mortgagees for £19,000, Most of this sum was 
required to satisfy the mortgages, but there remained about 
£2,300 on account of the debentures for £10,000 held by the 
Finance Co. In due course the Theatres Co. was ordered to be 
wound up, and the liquidator made a claim against the Finance 
Co. in respect of the profit which it had made out of the 
transaction. This was framed alternatively as a claim to an 
account of secret profit, or as a claim to damages for misfeasance 
in inducing the Theatres Co. to purchase at an excessive price. 
The claim to an account of the difference between the amounts 
of the purchase-money on the sale and re-sale appears to have 
been rested on the ground that the Finance Co. was already at 
the time of the original purchase a trustee for the new company 
which it was proposing to form to take over the eer. is 
was one of the grounds upon which Wrront, J., his ede. 
ment. ‘‘It seems to me,” he said, “clear on the facts 
case that the respondents ought to be held to have bought the 
halls as agents or trustees of the intended company, with whose 
money the purchase-money was to be paid. They never intended 
to buy the halls for themselves, or to pay for them out of their 
own money. They always intended to act for the projected 





notice, provided only tbat all tho boneficiaries are not at 


company, and the purchase was never completed uatil that 
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company had been formed, and had been caused by the 
respondents to adopt the purchase and to provide most of the 
means for completion.” Upon this view the Finance Oo. were, 
of course, liable to account for the whole of the profits which 
had been made, but inasmuch as their available assets were no 
more than £12,000, judgment was given for this amount only. 
Warieat, J., also held that at least that sum could have been 
recovered in a common law action for damages for deceit by mis- 
representations in the prospectus of the Theatres Co., and 
consequently on the claim for misfeasance, and hence on either 
view the Finance Co. were liable. 
Cases of this kind are comparatively easy to deal with where 
the fiduciary relation of the promoters to the new company is 
already in existence at the time of the original purchase. The 
whole of the profit made on the resale is then made on behalf 
of the new company as cestut gue trust, and it must be accounted 
for to the new company. But in the Court of Appeal it was 
not considered necessary to affirm the judgment of Wricur, J., 
so far as it rested upon this ground, and in particular Vavenan 
Wiutams, L.J., said that he did not see his way to arrive 
at the conclusion that the original purchase was made by the 
Finance Oo. as agents of or trustees for the Theatres Co. 
When, however, the fiduciary relation begins at a date sub- 
sequent to the original purchase, the claim against the promoter 
is attended with more difficulty, and ordinarily the right of the 
company, in the case of any improper conduct on the 
part of the promoter in the resale to it, is to rescind the 
contract, and if, owing to change of circumstances, rescission 
had become impossible, the company may be without remedy. 
This was the result of the decision of the Court of Appeal 
(Corrow and Fry, L.JJ., Bowen, L.J., dissenting) in Re Cape 
Breton Co. (29 Ch. D. 795). In that case Bowen, L.J., strongly 
urged that the promoter who had resold at an undisclosed profit 
was liable to account to the company notwithstanding that he 
had originally purchased on his own account, but the majority 
of the court held that the remedy was rescission or nothing. To 
the same effect was the decision in Ladywell Mining Co. v. 
Brookes (35 W. R. 785, 35 Ch. D. 400). The promoter was not 
liable in damages for any breach of duty in reselling to the 
company at a profit, the ground being that to ascertain the 
profit it would really be necessary to make a new contract with 
the promoter. Hence, as rescission had become impossible, 
there was no further claim that could be substantiated by 
the company. And in the case of Re Lady Forrest (Murchison) 
Gold Mine (1901, 1 Ch. 582) Wauicnrt, J., held that he 
was bound by these authorities. They shewed, he said, that 
“although there is a breach of duty in such a case sufficient to 
entitle the vendee company to rescind or repudiate the contract 
if matters have not been too much altered in the meantime, never- 
theless there is no sufficient ground for requiring a person in the 
position of Mr. Srumpsoy ”—the promoter whose conduct was in 
question—‘ to repay the profit or the benefit that he has received 
out of the sale” The decision was given in view of, and dis- 
ge, ag Gluckstein v. Barnes (1902, A. C. 240). 
the case where there is nothing but the fact that a promoter 
has made a secret profit on the resale of the company, it seems 
that the law as thus stated still holds good. But directly the 
promoter goes beyond this, and enables himself to secure the 
pote by conduct which is fraudulent, then a claim will lie against 
im to recover the profit if the amount can be ascertained, or 
otherwise to recover compensation for the breach of his fiduciary, 
duty to the company. The claim to recover the profit was 
allowed in Gluckstein v. Barnes, where it was held that the 
conduct of the appellant in forming the company so as to secure 
for himself such a profit, had been improper. In the present case of 
Hs Leeds and Hanley Theatres of Varieties (Limited) the Court of 
Appeal considered that the proper remedy was damages. There 
was the omission by the Finance Co. to disclose the profit which 
it was making, but this omission was Prices 4 by further 
circumstances. It was not a mere omission, but there were 
statements in the prospectus which were calculated to throw the 


public off their guard ; according to Vavonan Witiame, L.J., | Hallof the Society the 2¥thof May, 1902. 


this amounted to a suggestio falsi; accordiog to Romer, L.J., the 
Hence it was possible to support 


was fraudulent. 
the liquidator’s claim to damages for misfeasance without 







cases referred to above. It can hardly be doubted, howe 
that they will sooner or later be called in question, and it; 
probable that, even in the absence of fraud, the securing by 
promoter of a secret profit will be made the ground for givi 
damages for misfeasance where the primd facie remedy q 
rescission has become impossible. 
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Reviews. 
Stamp Duties. 


THE Law oF Stamp Duties on DEEDS AND OTHER INSTRUMENT 
By E. N. Ape, of the Solicitors’ Department Inland Revem 
Barrister-at-Law. Revised and Amplified by ArruuR B. C: 
B.A., Barrister-at-Law. NinrnH Epririon. Jordan & Sow 
(Limited). 
The present edition of this valuable book, which has taken 4 

prominent place as one of the standard works on the law of sta 

duties, appears in an enlarged form, with larger and clearer type (@ 
great advantage in the notes), but, notwithstanding the addition 
which have been made, with fewer pages than the last edition. We 
find the statutory alterations (including the provision extending 
section 62 of the Stamp Act, 1891, to a conveyance or transfer 
for effectuating the retirement of a trustee) and the recent decisions, 
carefully incorporated, ant the whole work has been subjectal 
to careful revision, the cases being not merely cited but con 
sidered : see in particular the remarks on Miil/er & Co.’s Margarine vy, 

'ummissioners (1901, 1 App. Cas. 217), at p. 119. The editor givess 

very proper warning that information as to the present practice of the 

Inland Revenue in cases not covered by judicial decision is not 

authoritative and cannot be guaranteed, notwithstanding the pains 

which have been taken to ensure accuracy. As we all know, the 
practice is liable to sudden changes. 





Books Received. 


The English Reports, Vols. XXIX.and XXX Chancery IX., X,, 
containing (Vol. 29) Brown’s Chancery Cases, Vols 2 to 4, and Cox's 


Chancery Cases, Vol 1; (Vol. 30) Cox, Vol. 2, and Vesey junior, Vols, ag 
1-3. William Green & Sons, Edinburgh ; Stevens & Sons (Limited), fie 

Mr. Serjeant Stephen’s New Commentaries on the Laws of England Biijierty t 
(partly founded on ‘‘ Blackstone”). Hy His Honour Judge STEPHEN, MiB Jenkins, 
Fourteenth Edition. Under the General Editorship of EpDWwarp Jjjcourt 
JENKS, Esq , M.A., B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law, Principal and Director pursuat 
of Legal Studies to the Law Society. Thoroughly Revised and heed 
Modernised and Brought Down to the Present Time. In Fow — 
Volumes. Butterworth & Co. bequea 

A History of English Law. By W. 8S. Hotpsworts, M.A, affidavi 
B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Volume 1. Methuen & Co. — 


Notes on Perusing Titles, containing Practical Observations on the family 
Points Most Frequently Arising on a Perusal of Titles to Real and she as 
Leasehold Property ; and an Epitome of the Notes Arranged by Way 1881, 
of Reminders. By Lewis E. Emmett, Solicitor. Fitth Edition. the w 
With an Appendix on the Establishment of a Real Representative by under 
the Land Transfer Act, 1897. Jordan & Sons (Limited). In su 


Gold Coast Native Institutions, with Thoughts upon a Healthy (1908) 
Imperial Policy for the Gold Coast and Ashanti. By Cassy dictio 
Hayrorp, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). had d 


A Handy Book on the Formation, Management, and Winding Up 


of Joint Stock Companies. By F. Gort-Browng, M.A., K.C., and —_ 
Wit114M Jorpan, Company Registration and Parliamentary Agent. a | 
Twenty-fifth Edition. Jordan & Sons (Limited). onde: 

The Acts Relating to the House Tax, with Notes, Cross-references, as t 
Summaries of Statutory Provisions and Decisions ; and inounpore in t 
The House Tax Laws of the late Mr. Stephen Dowell, M.A. By Jou Act 
Epwiy Piper, LL.B. (Lond.), Barrister-at-Law, Assistant Solicitor of 8 
of Inland Revenue. Butterworth & Co. sae 

Scintill Juris. By the Hon. Mr. Justice Daruino. With jf 
Colophon by the late Sir Frank Lockwoop, Q&C., M.P. Stevens & oth 


Haynes. mei 
The Baconian Mint: Its Claims Examined. By) WILLIAM WILLS, * 
one of the Masters of the Bench of the Honourable Socicty of the 



















impugning the authority of Ze Cape Breton Co. and the other 


Inner Temple. Being « Supplement to an Address Delivered in tli for 
Sampson Low, Marston. Wo 

& Co. (Limited), Net price 2s. ha 
ov 

we 

It ix stated that the address of Mr. Justice Bucknill, the Vacation Judge, . 





will be, until further notice, Hylands House, Epsom, ‘Surrey. 
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ion, and it; Correspondence. 

securing } ? " 
‘nd for giviggmhe Law Society’s New Scheme of Teaching 





i¢ remedy q 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


sir, No doubt you have seen the recently issued prospectus of the 
; Society’s new scheme of teaching. As one of those for whose 
education such scheme is intended to provide, may I ask you to 
diy insert this letter in your journal—the question being a most 
portant and far-reaching one ? 
Dn receipt of the prospectus, the first thing I did was to glance at 
» names of the teaching staff; to my great surprise I found it 
nD entirely of barristers, able and accomplished men, no doubt, 
i certainly possessed of the necessary degrees and qualifications 
itting them to act as tutors for the unpractical legal examinations 
the universities, but hardly, it seems to me, the most suitable per- 
ns to prepare a student for a solicitors’ examination, or to train him 
become a practical solicitor. 
Does it not seem more reasonable that the staff should consist, at 
levents in part, of solicitors who are (or have been) in practice, and 









NSTRUMEN, 
ind Revenug 
UR B. Cang 
dan & {&% 









has taken , 
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ar 

he i . ho, having gone through the mill themselves, must be more compe- 
dition We nt to impart the required knowledge to others ? 

1 extend “Mi [am certain that there are among your readers many much better 






ble than myself to discuss this question, and having brought it to 












or 

nt deka hei notice, I trust they will exert themselves in the direction I have 
1 subjectal fgmpdicated above. ] MonTiE P. JaAcoss. 

1 but’ cop. Mae» King-strect, Covent-garden, W.C. 

argarine y, fm (We print the above letter as requested, but it seems to us that our 
itor gives, Mmporrespondent has rather misunderstood the object of the new scheme, 
Ctice of the Mhich is to afford instruction in law, not training for becoming a 








10n is not tical solicitor. That is surely sufficiently provided by the service 
; the pains fpnder articles.—En. S.J. ] 
know, the 
Cases of the Week. 
, Before the Vacation Judge. 
nr Go EVANS v. JENKINS. 17th Sept. 
ior, Vols, ostempt oF Court—ArTacnMENtT—Marnrrep WomaNn—OrpeRr To Pay In10 
Limited) Court Scum or Moneny—DitsosBeprence. 
England _This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiffs that they might be at 
lon va liberty to issue against the defendant, Catherine Jenkins, wife of David 
sacha Jenkins, a writ or writs of attachment for her contempt in not paying into 
Epwarp $icourt to the credit of this action the sum of £245 and £6 1s, Id. in 
‘Dir ector pursuance of an order made on the 15th of July last. By the certificate 
sed and in this action, dated the 20th of January, 1903, it was found that the 
In Four defendant had received the sum of £490 from the executors of the will of 
the testator David Jones, £245 of which was in respect of the share 
| bequeathed to the defendant's late father. In support of the motion an 
>» MA, affidavit was made to the effect that the £245 was received by the 
defendant as a trustee or a person acting in a fiduciary capacity. The 
s on the defendant had long since expended the £245 in the maintenance of her 
eal and family and children. The defendant made an affidavit to the effect that 
by Wa she assumed that, inasmuch as she maintained her father from March, 
Rditi y 1881, to March, 1889, at a cost of £255 5s. 6d., she was entitled to 
1100p. the whole of the £490, half of which was the share of her late father 
tive by under the testator David Jones’s will and the other half her own share. 
In support of the motion, Middleton v. Chichester (19 W. R. 369, L. R. 6 Ch. 
Tealthy 152), Johnstone v. Browne (L. R. 20 C. L, Ir. 443), and the Annual Practice 
‘ASELY (1903), p. 172, were referred to, and it was submitted that there was juris- 
diction to order a writ of attachment to issue agamst a married woman who 
P had disobeyed an order to pay into court a sum of money received by her. 
1g Up For the respondent it was submitted that she, being a married woman, 
)., and , could not be attached. ‘There was no evidence that she had at present any 
A gent. money, part of the trust estate, in her hands. A married woman could 
hot be committed for a breach of trust, or for non-compliance with an 
il onder to pay trust moneys. ‘The liability of a married woman, whether 
Ae 4s trustee or as administratrix, arose under the word ‘ contract” 
rating in the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882. By section 24 of the 
JOHN Act the word ‘‘‘contract’ in this Act shall include the acceptance 
licitor of any trust, or of the office of executrix or administratrix.”” [Bucx- 
MLL, J.—Here she has received a sum of money and she refuses to 
With wy itover.] Sub-section 2 of section 2 of the Act shewed that there was 
aa ya claim against her separate estate. The words were “and not 


otherwise."’ Sub-section 4 shewed that her liability as trustee was 
measured by her liability under sub-section 2: Scott v. Morley (36 W. R. 
7,20 Q. B.D, 120), Re Twrnbu? (48 W.R. 136; 1900, 1 Ch. 180), and 
Preston vy, Etherington (386 W. R. 49, 87 Ch. D. 104), 

Buckxi., J.—Quite properly many points have been taken by counsel 
for the respondent. The tacts are that the money was received by the 
Woman for the purpose of handing it over to persons entitled to it. She 

chosen to keep it in her possession -that is, she retuses to pay it 
over in accordance with the order of the court. It is said that a married 
Woman cannot be committed to prison. I find this is a personal liability 
of hers, as distinguished from proprictary liability of her personal estate. 
It is wsum of money given to her to apply in a particular way, It has 
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nothing to do with her personal property, Scott 
v. Morley (20 Q. B. D. 120). It is a case of a married woman who has 
property in her possession which has nothing to do with her personal 
estate. She received it as trustee. The application must be granted, the 
writ to lie in the office for ten days.—Counser, H. Houston ; Stamp. 
Sonrcrrors, H. P. Becher, for Simons § Powell, Pontypridd; Bilbrough 
§ Plaskitts. 
[Reported by J. E. Atpovs, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








Obituary. 


Sir A. E Miller. 


Sir Alexander Edward Miller, C.S.I., K.C., LL.D., died on the 13th 
inst. at Ballycastle, Antrim, Ireland, at the age of seventy-five years. He 
was the son of Mr. Alexander Miller, of Ballycastle. He was educated at 
Rugby and at Trinity College, Dubiin, where he was University scho ar in 
1849, first gold medallist in mathematics and physics and second gold 
medallist in classics in 1851, and Berkeley medallist in Greek in 1852. He 
was called to the bar in 1854, having won the studentship in that year, and 
practised as an equity draftsman and conveyancer. In 1864 and 1866 he 
edited, ia conjunction with the late Mr. G. W. Hemming, Q.C., the well- 
known reports of cases before Vice-Chancellor Wood known as Hemming 
and Miller. He obtained a large practice as a junior. In 1872 he was 
made a Queen’s Counsel and was elected a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn. In 
January, 1875, at a by-election, he stood for Dublin University unsuccess- 
fully as a Conservative against the present Lord Ashbourne, and in the 
same year the University conferred on him the honorary degree of LL.D. 
From 1877 to 1888 he was legal member of the Railway Commission, and 
from 1889, when he was knighted, to 1891 he was a master in lunacy. In 
1891 he was appointed legal member of the Council of the Governor-General 
of India, retiring in 1896 with a C.8.I. We believe that one of Sir A. E. 
Miller’s sons is a partner -in the firm of Messrs. Warren, Murton, & 
Miller, of Bloomsbury-square. 








Legal News. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Samve. Baicut Wriiams and Joun Cuester Moornovse, solicitors, 
Broadstairs. Aug. 26. In future each of the said partners will 
on business separately and on his own account. [ Gazette, Sept. 15. 


General. 


The tribunal appointed to deal with the Alaska Boundary sat on Tuesday 
for the hearing of arguments at the Foreign Office. The Commissioners 
for Great Britain were the Lord Chiet Justice, Sir Louis Jetté (Lieutenant- 
Governor of the Province of Quebec and late J of the Superior Court 
of Lower Canada), and Mr. E. B. Aylesworth, K.C., of the Ontario Bar ; 
and those for the United States were Mr. Elihu Root and Senators H. C. 
Lodge and G. H. Turner. The Attorney-General opened the case for 
Great Britain. 


According to the Daily Mail there has been issued a paper giving 
y articulars of the ages and salaries of the clerks at the Law Courts who are 
over 60 years of age, from which it appears that there are 34 clerks in the 
aw Courts who are over 60, and the oldest is in the Chancery Chambers, 
his years being 78, his salary being £600, and his service 36 years. The 
longest record of office is held by a clerk in the Central Office, who, at 
the age of 71, has served 55 years, and receives £600a year. The com- 
bined ages of the 34 are 2,264 years, and they earn £17,770 a year. 
Lawyers sometimes complain, says the Globe, of the decline of litigation. 
When they become acquainted with the record of the business of the 
London Chamber of Arbitration they may take heart again. This amateur 
court, of which great things were expected when it was established some 
eleven years ago, dealt with only ten cases during 1901 and 1902. What- 
everchunce of success the London Chamber of Arbitration bad when it 
started upon its career was destroyed by the creation of the Commercial 
Coutt eight years ago. In the hearing of mercantile cases the law's delay 
has been reduced to a minimum. 
_In the address of Mr. Edward W..Brabrook, C.B., at the British 
Association it was stated that there are still sixty-eight building societies 


which remain under the operation of the Act of 1836, having 





established before 1856, and not ha availed themselves of the option of 
taking upon themselves the responsi and the pri of the Acts of 
1874 and subsequent years, But the _ body of building societies are 
those which are incorporated under the Acts of 1874 to 18%, exceeding 


2,000 in number. ‘hey have so far recovered from the effects of the 
depression that their assets are now forty-eight millions, being midway 
between the low-water mark of 1894 and the high-water mark of 1887. 


The annual audit of the Shoreditch wg Council accounts by a Local 
Government Board auditor has, says the Westminster Gazette, produced a 
very remarkable situation, There was a deficiency of £6,196, apparently 
caused by the fact that the rate levied by the council was not sufficient 





for the requirements of the ou . The 
seems, had proposed a rate of Sa, 10d. in the pound to meet the estimates, 
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but an amendment was moved and carried to reduce the rate to 3s. 8d. 
Accordingly the auditor declares that those who voted for this amend- 
ment were guilty of ‘“‘ neglect or misconduct’? in so doing, and 
proceeds to surcharge two aldermen and twelve councillors with the sum 
deficient. 

Lord Brampton, who, says the St. James’s Gazette, was keeping the 
eighty-sixth anniversary of his birthday on Monday last, remains one of 
the physical and mental marvels of the age. He has outlived the toughest 
of the great men at the bar who were contemporary with him when as 

lain Henry Hawkins he was making his fight for a standing in the pro- 

ion. For three-and-thirty years he was at the bar; for two-and- 
twenty on the judicial bench, and when, at eighty-two, he tried his last 
assize case, he was hale and hearty enough to take evidence until mid- 
night to clear off the calendar. Only one man is living to-day who took 
@ conspicuous part in the Tichborne trial; it is Lord Brampton. 
[Qu , was not the Lord Chanceller counsel in the case?] The case killed 
ustice Bovill, and wrecked the constitution of Lord Justice Bowen. 
Lord Brampton, as junior to Lord Coleridge, was against the claimant in 
the civil case ; he led for the Crown in the criminal prosecution. Of the 
seven thousand folio pages which the report of the case filled, Lord 
Brampton’s opening h filled three hundred, and his reply five 
hundred. That is the case which the country best remembers, but 
the one which most impressed Lord Brampton was that in which he 
defended three persons for murder, and got them off after one of the 
trio had offered to plead guilty and was forbidden by Lord Brampton to 
do 80. 


At the recent meeting of the British Association a paper on ‘‘ The 
Growth of Rates”? was read by Dr. B. W. Ginsburg. Liverpool, as 
being an important city, was taken as an example, and its position 
discussed in detail. Comparing 1881 with 1851 it appeared that, though 
the population and rateable value had increased, the rates had also risen 
from Is. 84d. to 3s. 11jd., so that the amount extracted from the rate- 
payers rose from £134,000 to £609,000 per annum. In 1901 it had further 
risen to 6s. 9id. in the pound, the increase over the amount of ten years 
previously having been 84per cent. The movement of municipal indebted- 
ness, not only for remunerative undertakings, but also for general 
purposes over the whole country, had also been upwards. The local 
government returns shewed a total expenditure for all the municipalities 
of 88 millions in 1898 and of 121 millions in 1092 on reproductive works. 
The return which was made, however, by these undertakings was not 

rtionate to the capital charges incurred. Liverpool, for example, 
Slapedt 7 millions to obtain a returh’of but £45,000 per annum. The 
ancient seurces of expenditure, such as the Poor Law, were not those upon 
which the present large outlay went. Housing, electricity, tramways, and 
education accounted for most of the increase. In the last ten years Man- 
chester’s contribution to the School Board had trebled, rising from £40,000 
to £120,000, Birmingham’s had risen from £73,000 to £134,000, and 
Liverpool’s from £62,000 to £128,000. 


The New York Court of Appeals, in the appeal taken by the three 
Van Wormers, new under sentence of death for the murder of their uncle, 
Peter A. Hallenbeck, decided, says the 4lbany Law Journal, a curious 
point. It appeared that after their arrest their shoes were taken from 
them and placed in the footprints found leading to Hallenbeck’s house, 
made in the newly-fallen snow. The shoes corresponded in all 
respects with the footprints, and evidence of this fact, against the 
objection and exception of the appellants, was admitted. The Van 
Wormers contended that the seizure of the shoes and their comparison with 
the footprints was in violation of the constitutional safeguard against com- 
pelling an accused person to give evidence against himself. This the 
Court of Appeals held was whoily without merit. Judge Cullen says: 
“‘ This claim is entirely disposed of by the decision of this court in People 
v. Gardner (144 N.Y. 119). It was there held that the constitutional pro- 
tection that no one can be compelled to be a witness against himself 
(Consti., art. 1, s. 6) prohibited ‘the compulsory oral examination (doubt- 
lese written examination also) of prisoners before trial, or upon trial, for 
the purpose of extorting unwilling confessions or declarations implicating 
them in crime,’ but that ‘a murderer may be forcibly taken before his 
dying victim for identification.’ ‘A thief may be forcibly examined and 

stolen property may be taken from his person,’ and ‘a prisoner may be 
examined for marks and bruises, and then they may be proved upon his 
trial to ‘establish his guilt.’ ’’ 
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Winding-up Notices. 
Lomton Gasette,—Fatoar, Sept. 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luurep t» Cuascrer. 
Avrouatic Foewace Srevicate, Laxrrep (1x Laquipation)—Creditors are required, on 
Oct their and addresses their debts 


or before to send names , and the particulars of 
or claiens, to G. ¥, Haskihs, 18, Walbrook 
Barxpr axp P. Ta Cor.igezizs, Lamitev - Petn for winding up, presented 4, 
directed to be Oat. Crump & Son, Leadenhall st, for Ro be gpm he 
oes ck eppeating must reach the above-named act later 
(1902), Linrrzy—Petn for winding up, presented § 7, directed to be 
Redfern & Hunt, Abchurch la, colo ter petnens. Motos of appearing 
nt later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 26 
Jamurs's ape yr —w~ ¥ are soguinel, y Pd before Oct $0, $0, ont 
theiy names aAdremes, particulars of their or claims, to Edward 
Gilbert {Courtenay Clarke, 13, Basinghall st. Bussell & ‘Arnholz, Gt 
, wlors for liquidator 





London Gazette—Turspvay, Sept. 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loorep tv CHANCERY. 
Araican Patext Ricars, Luatep—Creditors are reqtired, on or before Oct 29,4, 


their names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to William 
ane wre Gresham House, Old Broad st. Parker & Richardson, New Broad st, 
iquidator 


Burwix & Co, Lrmursp, Nelson, Lancaster—Creditors are required, on or before 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claj 
Frederick Augustus Hargreaves, 7, Grimshaw st, Burnley 

Evanpsroste1y No. 2 Goup Minixe Co, Lumrzp—Creditors are required, on or 

1, send their names and resses, and the particulars of their 
| ae to Albert Henry Foster, 6, Gt St Helen’s. Birchalls, Gracechurch st, 
iquidator 

Gerorar F. Mitxes & Co, Liurrgp—Petn for windin up, presented ang & 
heard on Sept 23. Stow & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, for Colborne & Co, Newport, 

’ solors. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than§ 
in the afternoon of Tuesday, Sept 22 

H. H. Synpicate, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 18, to send their 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Gordon 
Finsbury Pavement House, Finsbury pymt. Adler & Perowne, Copthall av, solon| 
liquidator 

Marcager Sywpicate, Limivep (tn Liguipation)—Creditors are required, residg 
Europe on or before Nov 11, elsewhere Dec 11, to send their names and addre 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to Douglas Herbert Wiseman, 194, Grew 
House, Old Broad st. Blackman, Gresham House, Old Broad st, solor for liquid 

Ne.sos Hzatp anp Reep Co, Limtep, Nelson, Lancaster—Creditors are requind) 
before Sept 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their deli 
claims, to Frederick Augustus Hargreaves, 7, Grimshaw st, Burnley 

Union Fivancrau Syspicatz, Loutep (1x _Liguipation)—Creditors are rquiret 
before Oct 9, to send their names and the particulars of their 

ims, to George Thomas Broadbridge, 3 and 4, Gt Winchester st 

Wooprey Co, Liurttp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 10, to send their 
and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to James Todd, 3, Wi 
sq, Preston. Banks & Co, Preston, solors to liquidator 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 
Revegsions, ANNvuItTigs, AND SHARES. 


Mesers. H. E. Fostzn & Czanriztp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 747) of 
above Interests at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last, when the following were sold 
prices named : 

REVERSIONS: 

Absolute to One-fourth of £5,000 ; life 53 

Absolute to One-fourth of £4,000 ; life 74 ve ove ce 
ANNUITY of £175; life 43 ee se ‘ins i ée we ine 
Some SHARKS in the Warwick Trading Co , Limited, were also sold. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Craim. 
London Gazette.—Tvzsvay, Sept. 1. 


Ateey, Exizaszetu, Low Birthwaite, Windermere Sept 30 Gatey, Windermere 

Bestiey, Wit11am, Bradford Oct 8 Gardiner & Jettery, Bradford 

Campioy, Roserr Witt1aM, Jabalpur, India Sept 30 Wincey, Bexhill on Sea 

Car.iton, Mary, Rotherham, Yorks Oct8 P: & Hodgkinson, Rethetham 

Cooxr, Many, Newport, Salop Sept 30 Wade & Son, Shrewsb ; 

Crockett, Wiitram, Epsom Oct 21 Antill & Arnold, Gresham biden, Guildhall 

Davis, Haywan, Tunbridge Wells Sept 19 Robb, Tunbri Wel 

Dove as, Groraez, Darli m, Mantle Dealer Oct 10 Taylor, Middlesbrough 

Exey, Aticre, Hazlewood, by Oct 1 Hobson, Derby 

ee Avam Cyrzvus, City rd, Picture Frame Manufacturer Oct 13 Ince && 
‘ st 


urch 

Everati, Wittr1Am, Shrewsbury, [Innkeeper 30 Wade & Son, Shrewsbury 

Fe.t, Mary Ayn, Rotherham, Yorks Oct 10 Oxley & Coward, Rotherham 

Goprrey, Mary Exizaseta, Torquay Oct7 Jones, Arundel st, Strand 

Geers, Tuomas Aypgew, Grasmere, Westmorland Oct 5 Shepherd, Ambleside 

Haise.t, Jou, goer | Sept 30 Wade & Son, Shrewsb 

Hacsatu, James, Freshfield, Lancs, Timber Merchant Oct 1 | Liverpoo 

Hascock, Jous Hexny, Newcastle upon Tyne, Timber Merchant Oct 10 Dees 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

Hayrns, Epwix Cuarues, Bromley, Houge Decorator Oct 15 Forbes & Son, Londws 
Fenchurch st 

Hitt, Cuagves, Bristol, Baker Oct 14 Wansbro & Co, Bristol 

Jacarr, CHan.es, Bradford, Innkeeper Oct 15 liffe & Durrance, Bradford 

Jacoer, Maerua, Bradford Oct15 Ratcliffe & Durrance, Bradford 

JeckxeLL, Mary Jaxx, Weston, or Bath Sept 30 Little & Lyle, Bath 

Kixo, ZomaLa Mary Emity Kino, Paignton, Devon Oct 8 Caprons & Co, Savile 
Conduit st 


it , 
Liscarp, Prisciiia, Sheffield, Cutlery Merchant 28 Vickers & Co, Sheffield 
ee Ricnarp, Wentnor, or Bishop's Castle, , Farmer Sept 30 Wade &oe 


we 
Mozaxp, Evorxz, Moss Side, ur Manchester Oct 31 Lloyd & Davies, Manchester 
Nayvioz Jostan, Oldham Oct8 Taylor, Oldham 

Nicuo.son, Constance Fennuns Bath Oct 10 Stone & Co, Bath ; 
Nico.ison, ALexanper Duncan, Kent Oct5 Tewis, South aq, Gray's ino 
Patmer, Tuomas Witiiam Gascoioxe, Cheltenham, Surgeon Dentist Oct 1 Healh? 


Ec Itenham 
Pantixatox, Joux, Worsley, Lancs, Manufacturer Oct 31, Dendy & Paters'n, Mar 


Perens, Repecca, Old 5 Dicmioghes —_ 30 
’ ; : 
Oct 1 Chalinder 


P 8 Bedt By hd eal 

RESTON, SAMUEL 5 01 

Siavz, Wissam, Hastings Herington, Hastings 

Sorriey, Wiruian, Li ol, Brewer's Drayman ry § 30 Wilson, Leeds 

Srvexcen, Faxperic«, Bileden, Yorks Oct1 Wright & Wright, Keighley 

Sraries, BaAnan Hossiey, Haverstock Hill Bept Stones & Co, Finsbury circus 
Ta.nor, Joux, , , Baker Oct 20 , Bristol 

Urreztos, Atyrep, Holloway Bept 2s Bruce & Co, Church ct, Old Jewry 

Waress, Cuaucys, Stratford sub Castle, or Salisbury Oct 15 Powning & Jam 


Wivvrvy, Cuaunys, Taceby, Linc, Farmer Sept 12 Brown & Son, Gt Grimeby * 





EL 


Contai 
Case 1 
Licenc 
. Acts ( 
Inland 
This Ed 
wn entirel, 
pvisions Fr 
eations ré 


“The wor 
ota eq) 











nt, 19, 1903. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. [Vol. 47:1 789 


——— 








TQ, 100: 






FIFTH EDITION. Demy 8vo, pp. xlviii—4o08. Price 12s. 6d. net; by post 13s. 


rT ON PERUSING TITLES Containing Observations on the Points most frequently arising on a Perusal 
Wis e of Titles to Real and Leasehold Property, and an Epitome of the Notes 
arranged by way of Reminders. With an Appendix on the Appointment of a Real Representative by The Land Transfer 





fore Oct a 1897. By LEWIS E. EMMET, Solicitor. 

ns. to Willian 'y ? 

W Broad st, There is no book upon the subject which we can so confidently recommend. The Author is thoroughly conversant with what he is writing about, and the literature relating 
mat (wht is co important ine branch of law where modern rules are of supreme value) he is, above all, up to date.”’—Law Notes. ” 
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TWENTY-FIFTH EDITION. Crown 8vo, pp. xl.—604. Price 5s. net; by post 5s. 6d. 


HANDY BOOK ON THE FORMATION, MANAGEMENT, AND WINDING UP OF 
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‘Excell JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. By F. GORE-BROWNE, M.A., K.C. (Author of ‘Concise Precedents under the 
‘later thang Companies Acts”), and WILLIAM JORDAN, Company Registration and Parliamentary Agent. 

to So thal eet cot es work which reachea fee Cwenty-iith olition, dlopenses ‘with comment. All hat need De sald of ‘the latex: edition is that it fully maintain: the 
thall ay, solany tion of a work that carries the best tribute to its worth on its own title-page.”’— Journal. 

and aie NINTH EDITION. Demy 8vo, pp. xl.—352, Price 7s, 6d. net; by post 8s, 
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E LAW OF STAMP DUTIES ON DEEDS AND OTHER INSTRUMENTS. 


anil Containing The Stamp Act 1891, The Stamp Duties Management Act 1891, and Acts amending the same; a Summary of 
of their dae Case Law; Notes of Practice and. Administration; Table of Exemptions; the Old and New Death Duties; the Excise 
Licence Duties; and the Alterations in the Law relating to Stamp Duties effected by the various Finance and Revenue 
Acts (including The Revenue Act 1903). By the late E. N. ALPE, Barrister-at-Law, and of the Solicitor’s Department, 
Inland Revenue. Revised and Amplified by ARTHUR B. CANE, B.A., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 


This Edition has been thoroughly revised and brought up to date. The size has been increased from Orown 8vo to Demy 8vo, and the text has 
«n entirely re-set in new type. In addition to the Acts of 1891, the book contains all the alterations in the Stamp Duties since that date, and the 
wisions relating to the Estate and Excise Duties Gontained in the various Finance and Revenue Acts. Alli t Decisions of the Courts on 
wstions relating to Stamp Law are also noted. In matters of Practice the Editor has been assisted by Mr. Hersext W. Jonpay, whose daily 
grcourse with the Inland Revenue Department keeps him au fait with all official requirements. A valuable feature of the book is a copious Analytica) 
ndex of 39 pages. 
“The work itself, and the care with which it is brought up to date, both in the way of case and statute law, are well known to the Profession, and the present issue isin all 
(No. 747) of ects equal to ite predecessors.”’—Law Times. 
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Were sold s ‘ 

a 4PORDAN & SONS, LIMITED, I16 & 120 CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.¢. 
” a 

» | Srcmam, Sana dome, Eeatey, Weeciatuing Stationer | Eversy, Evenirr, Birmingham, Draper Sept 16 at2 174, 

° | oe a r 

Bankruptcy Notices. | ssc tose Sees, Seeen.,pety Met | Pnaei amgeee es mee Ovi ott OF 

London Gazate.—Tuespay, Sept. 8. | Toanssnan, Resaee, Cige Seto igh Court Pet July ae Ny Ps gly eg eo pace 

RECEIVING ORDERS. Sainte, rv y Waunllwyd, Mon, Grocer Trede- | Gant, Henry Joseru, Ri : , Licensed Vic- 

ruetox, Axwe, and Cuancotte Reynarp, Harrogate gar Pet Augl4 Ord Se; tualler Sept 16 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London 


> 4 
- F 3} Trorrer, Ree . Th Or on Yor Musical 
a on Tene. Sues eee ey oe ee Tee aie? Ord | Gxtax, Atzan Wittiam, Wokingham, Builder Oct 1at 
















BaswisTek, JAMES, Horbury, nr Wakefield, Confectioner Instrument 12 Quecn’s Hi i 
soe peat. 9p Hees aves, Bari gu Trent Stat | Rept 8 "Ord Sept en pe gen ae oat {Janta thea Rea ial Set eras 
“= Burin, Grovansi_ Pusrao, Johannesburg, South Africa, Wann, Fant, Leeds, me Lacks Pet Ang 3 Ord | Jauss, Suite Geependl a“ tL. Sept 17 
ham Wit1i1au Francis, Sinnington, Yorks, Farmer Scar- bien 3" bey vated et Cee See a “On R Rees 8 Albert rd, Middlesbrough ee 
tat Mone ME, PGRES Ord Sees” a atacturer | WW, OH South Norwood, Drapere High Court | Lewis, Wintaas, Gendios, oe Saag, carmester Sept 1s 
gh D Balla lily oA Lotging house > [Gs Dealer Bek pit at 12” Off Rec, Greaves st; Oldham 
SE Ln eee ee Pe ee 
¥ . ’ ’ - PPLETOX, ANNxIK, and CaarLtotre Reysagp, Harrogate, > 
wry ber, Wussas Wave, Lavanbaun, Suffolk, Grocer Col-| Red’ itue Dencuate cl, Yess | St) OM Reo, The! Pray, Cuamtas, Covent garden Sept 16 at 12 Bank- 


Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 Enwe irmi bacconi A 
side Doston, Francis Brazury, South Shields, Builder New- ery 174, ee st. Hiren Tobacconist Sept | pace, Witiiam, Swansea, Carpenter Sept 18 at 12.90 Of 
— onTyne Pet Sept4 Ord oa i Barey, Cuar.es, Rorgrr Bat.ey, ping St James, 31, Alexandra rd. Grocer Sept 
re wt 8 Ona Sept 8 Mansfield, Notts Nottingham Lincs, Farmers Sept 18 at 11.45 Law Courts, New rd, Brame, Sas Walsall, 7 at 11.30 Of 
Poompe ones, Wituiam, Burnley, Cooper Burnley Pet Sept 5| Banxer, Grorce Ext Goopwix, Wol:tanton, Commercial | 8#4W; bd ny § A og "Sept Sth . 
Ord 5 Traveller Sept 17 at1z Off Rec, Newcastle, Staffs Pianoforte Watt mH, *, 
Wngutasiaing Getienee 














» Londoas Tssenouans, Water Caries, Kingston u Hull, | Bexnerr, Axravr Frepenict, Stroud, Licensed Victualler 


3am 
t _ = upon Hull Pet Sept 3 Sept s Sept 16at11 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester Srarxes, Percy Jouy, 
Wiuuiam, — Lancs, Labourer Burnley Pet. Pay Giovanni Piereo, Johannesburg, South Africa, Gaps 3 a6 32 Bunikrapcy des, ae 


ford 






















5 Ord : Swaxn, Cuagies Epwix, Hunts, Labourer Sept 
Martumws, SamuzL Ricnanv, Harwich, Essex, Medical —a” Sept 16 at 11 ° Bankruptcy bidgs, 18 at 11.45 Law Courts, New rd, 
- Sevile I Moo Colchester Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 Braviey, Joux Witiian, Middlesbrough Sept 25 at 3 | TERRANEAU Raunes, iy 5 w ivat 12 Baak- 
- use, WittiaM, Padiham, Lancs, Merchant Burnley Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough rapcy Derby, General Dealer Sept 
field ns! Ord Sept 5 : Batxcuorst, E D Farwex. Aldenham, Herts Sept 17 at 3 bee) a Full Derby 16 at 11.30 
ade & fa Woler VILLIAM GRIFFITH, matade, on, Mineral The Lime Tree Hotel, 33, High st, Watford 's ’ ef Wells, Worcester, Pain 
Beet er Tredeg et Aug 25 Ord | Campsent, Witt1am Bev, Denton, nr Manchester, Doctor wae +4 py Ss. Copenhagen W. J - 
ster Nawrox, Hexry G, Ashchurch ve, Shepherd's Bush, PB ty! oe a bay teng ot Rept 16 at | Woop & ‘Co, H, South Werweet, per Opt wet ul 
Commercial Traveller High Court’ Pet Aug 13 Ord 11.30 "Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby Bankruptcy ways 
: Sosrorp, Mar Z ‘arces Se 
. ing r Norway, Witwiam, 8t Mary Cray, Kent, Baker Chelmsford = 10.30 . g Copenhagen si Woreester ~— ADJUDICATIONS. 
Pang aves Ord Sept 2 d Cowxey, Anprew, Willesden Green, Cycle Maker Sept 16 
io, oa ARLES, Covent garden High Court Pet Aug 15 at 12 Bankruptov bidge, xt Aprietos, Axnz, and Cuantorrs Reywanp, Harrogate, 
Doon, We 2 : Curnrrcuam, Jonx Caawrorp. Cheshunt, Herts, Cattle Lodging House Keepers York Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 
te Watrer, Exeter, Butcher Exeter Pet Dealer Sept 17 at 11 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row Bannister, JaMEs, » ar Wakefield, Farmer Wake- 
Bommxsos Mf. Sept 4 Dexmay, Joun Henny Aurexr, Retford, Notts, Cycle field Pet Sept4 Ord 4 
Sept 4 iy Soeffield, Furniture Dealer Shettield Pet Dealer Sept 17 at 12 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln Barnes, Keyxyon, Cotton Towel Manufac- 
Suipnenn, dang o oe anaes Doves, Team a Sqoth = Sept 16 turer Ro Ba Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 
, Accrington, Greengro Reo, ‘osity lewcastle on Basrorp, Joun Hexny veLock, Burton on Treat, Tailor 
“ P Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 3 Dorriecp, Marg, Atrrep Joux Durvietp, and Sipyey Burton on Trent Pet Sept Ord Sept 3 


CBantrs GroraE, Trimingham Bea, 
Keeper Norwich Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 


E 


Norfolk, | Epwi . Bucks, . 
“pans ang Seema, Soest, | peel Sept 21 Brewerr, Axtaus Faeperic, Stroud, Glos, - wenene 
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Bucuanay, Joux, Brookfield mans, Highgate rd High 
Court Pet J uly 20 Ord Sept 3 

Carr, WILLIAM A eare Sinnington, Yorks, Farmer Scar- 
borough Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 3 

Cosrorp, Mary —— Worcester, Draper Worcester 
Pet Aug 29 Ord Sept 5 

Davies, Biancue Mavupe, Seestatios, Lodging House 
K Cambridge Pet Sept3 Ord 4 

Dew, Witi1am Water, Laven! , Suffolk, Grocer Col- 
chester. Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 

Garaves, WittiamM Henry, Mansfield, Notts Nottingham 
Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 

Joxes, Wiiitam, Burnley, Cooper Burnley Pet Sept 5 

5 

Kine, Georce Ausert, Nebraska st, Gt ery st, Job 
Master High Court Pet July4 Ord Sept 

Laxepou —_ Was: Ter Cuanrzes, Ki Tull, Chemist 

on Hull Pet Sept 3 Sept 3 

LANGLEY, Ane r, Sheffield, Engineer Sheffield Pet Aug 
7 Ord Sept 4 

Laz, Witi1am, Nelwon, Lancs, Labourer Burnley Pet 
Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 

Mac.vecay, Evizabetu Evetyy, Portman mans, Baker st 
High Court Pet July 10 Ord sept 2 

Mowtacur, ALFrep, and Jouw Eowiyx Faycy, Upper Park- 
stone, Dorset, Builders Poole Pet July 30 Ord Sept 4 

oa Wiig, Padiham, Lanes, Merchant Burnley 

Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 

Poox, Writ1am Watrter, Exeter, Butcher Exeter Pet 
Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 

Reapinc Samver, Walsall, Grocer Walsall Pet Aug 15 
Ord — 3 

Roerysox, Moss, Sheffield, Furniture Dealer Sheffield Pet 
Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 

Sueruerp, Rosert, Accrington, Greengrocer Blackburn 
Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 3 

Suitu, Cuarres Georce, Trimingham on Sea, Norfolk, 
Hotel Keeper Norwich Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 

Stoxenovse. Cartes Joseru, Stapenhill, Derby, Nut 
Maker Burton on Trent Pet Sept3 Ord Sept 3 

Symons, Sauce t, Norwich, Metal Merchant Norwich Pet 
Aug 24 Ord Sept 5 

Trorrer, Rearxatp, Thornaby on Tees, Yorks, Musical | 
Instrument Dealer Stockton on Tees Pet Sept 2 Ord | 

Boman rd, North Bow High Court Pet 


Sept 2 
Waaener, Henry, 
Aug 13 Ord Sept 1 
Watters, Josepn Stuart, Bexhill, Tutor Hastings Pet 
Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 | 
Warp, Epwrs, —- Plamber Southampton Pet 
Sept 3 Ord Sept 3 
Wir«iss, Wittiam, Derby, General Dealer 
Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Sept. 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Derby Pet | 


Bowtaxp, Grorcz, New Wortley, Leeds, Greengrocer 
Leeds Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 
Catveer, Joux Youxs, Leeds Leeds Pet Sept 7 Ord 


Sept 7 
Caxcs, AEMAND 
Ora § 7 


Réxt, Broadstairs Edmonton Pet Aug 4 
CHAMBERS, 
Liverpool 
Coruizez, THomas, High Court 
Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 
Eatos, Frasx Eewest, Sheffield, Solicitor Sheffield Pet 
Sept 9 9 
Exuiorr, Samuver 
5 Ord 


ry 4, Rag Merchant Sheffield Pet 


Evass, Lrp14, Carmarthen, Licensed Victualler Carmarthen 
Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 

Gress, Autruve Sauvet, Gorleston, Norfolk, Butcher Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 

Gersstzap, Lzuxaev, Littlehampton, Lodging house | 
Keeper Brighton Pet Aug 29 Prd Se 

Hagoezares, Evwis, Blackburn, Photograp! oy Blackburn 
Pet Sept 8 Ord Bept 8 

Hazeres, James by ey Blaen Gwynfi, Glam, Builder 


Aberavon Pet & Sept 7 
High Court Pet Sept 5 Ord 


Hoxuzs, ae F 

Howauzs, iene Craex, Wragby, Lincs, Grocer Lincoln 
Pet Sept 5 5 

Hoexsuaw, Lewis 
Victualler York 


Feepeerick Wittiam, Liverpool, Greengrocei 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 9 
Leighton Buzzard, Kkds 


Briggate, Knaresborough, Licensed 
+ ag Urd Sept 7 


Horz, Wiitism, Easholme. mehester, Grocer Man- 
chester Pet Augs Ord an 

Jexxiss. Hower, Kenfig Hill, Glam, Draper Cardiff 
ASet 7 Ord Bept7 

Jurusos, Evwis, a. - wee Wolver- 
hampton Pet Sept 8 Ord § 

Lawsos. Bovget Oswatn, B or, Commission Agent 
Bradford Pet Sept 7 


Preceit, Jons, Crewe, Baker Crewe Pet Sept 7 Ord | 
Sept 7 

Rerv _ ae ae Southwell, Notte, Butcher Nottingham 
Pe Ord Sept 7 

Bishop’ s Stortford, Draper 


Euwaetts, At FEED, Hertford 
Pat Set 2 Ord Sept 5 

Rourers, Boers. Tmestynard. Merioneth, Shoemaker 
Portmadcoe Pet Set 3 Od 

Surra, Beerwa, bf mr pees Ciatociionse Whitehauen 
Pet Sept 8 Ord Se 

Tuoer, Junx Groner, ¢, Sumex, Lodging house Keeper 
prighton Pe Bept 8 Ord Sept. & 

Tomtissos, Cuarces Josern, jun, West Brompton, Baker 
Pea tet 7 Ord Bee 7 

Wirttsms, wy n, Treharris, ane Ripper Merthyr 
Tydfil Peet? Ord tet7 

Wises, oe Hanley, Grocer Hanley Pet Aug 2B 


Woon, Satan, Thornhill cam ar Dewsbury, Grocer 
Dewsbury Pet Bet 9 Ord Set 9 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Bowtasp, Gerona. New Wortley, Leeds, Greengroce 
Gi at 12 Of Rec, 22, Park tow, lacie 


Catreet, Jous Yours, Leeds Sept 21 at 11.40 Off Rec 
22, Eagk row, Leeds , 


| Bov ——- Gnuoron, New Wortley, Greengrocer 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING on Merryweathers’ Safe Syste 


MERRYWEATHERS, 
68, LONG ACRE, LONDON, W.C. . 
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2lat4 74, Newborough, Scarborough 
Davies, BLAscHE Mavp, Cambri dge, Lodging house 
cope Sept 21 at 12 Of Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cam- 
ridge 
Dew, Witt1am Warten, Lavenham, Suffolk, Grocer Sept 
Qiat2 Off Ree, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Gasitass, Gzorce Broxpon, Conisborough, Yorks, Colliery | 
DataHer Sept 22 at12 Off Rec, Figtree ln, Shettield 
Gieeoss, Jouw Witiram, 
Ree, ’ Figtree ln, Sheffield 
Hawt, A.rrep E:peipce, St Georges st, Lamp Manufac- 
turer Sept 21 at 12 ‘Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Houmes, Grorce Crark, Wragby, Lincs, Grocer Sept 24 at 
12.30 Off Ree, 31. Silver st, Lincoln 
HogxsHaw. Lewis, Knaresborough. Licensed Victualler 
Sept 21 at 1.15 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, 
or 
Laycsovese, Water Cuar_es, Kingston upon Hull, 
oe Sept 22 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House in, 
ull 


Sept 21 at 3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradf 
mM’ CLELLazp, Josers Haypy, Merton Park, surrey, Adver- 
tisin Agent sept 21 at 11.30 a, Kuilway app, Lon- 
don Bridge 
Marruews, Sauvet Ricnasp, Harwich, Medical Prac- 
titioner Sept 2iat3 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Mictar, Caartes Hume, Northampton, Leather Merchant 
Bept 2iati2 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 


Ostickx, Jous, East Retford, Notts, Insurance Office Can- 
vasser Sept 24at12 Off Rec, #1, silver st, Lincoln 
Poox, Wittiam Watrer, Exeter, Butcher Sept 24 at 10.30 
Off Ree, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Sast, Hexey Wittiam, Sheffield, China Clay Merchant 
Sept 22at1 Off Rec, Figtree ln, Sheffield 

Suortisp, Witttam Hexry, Blaenavon, Mon, Carpenter 
Sept 2lat3 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Sits, Cuarces Georee, Trimingham on Sea, Norfolk, 
Hotel Keeper Sept 21 at 315 Off Rec, 8, King st, 
Norwich 

Syuons, Saucvet, Norwich, Metal Merchant Sept 21 at 3 
Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Tuomas, Jonx Davin, and Hassan Muixyite Tuomas, 
Morriston, Swansea, Boot Dealers Sept 22 at12 Off 
Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Tomiixeos, Coantes-Joseru. jun. West Brompton, Baker 
Sept 21 at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Teorrer, Reoixatp, Thornaby on Te®s, Yorks, Musical 
Instrument Deuler Sept 22 at 11 Off Rec, 8, Albert 
rd, Middlesbrough 

Warp, Kowtx, Southampton, Plumber Sept 21 at 3 Off 
Rec, 172, High st, Southampton 

Warp, Feasx, Leeds, Builder Sept 21 at 11 


Off Rec, 22 
Park row, Leeds 


Wituans, vou, Treharris, Glam, Colliery Ripper Sept 
i 2Zat% 145, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Wirsos, Janes, Hanley, Grocer Sept 21 at 2.40 North 


Stafford Hotel, Stoke on Trent 
Wooprnrow, Avetix, Clown, 
114 Off Kec, Figtree in, Sh-ftield 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Barenas, Isaac, Bristol, Baker Bristol 
Sept 7 


Leeds | 
A Bett B Ord Bet 8 


| Carr, Wiiiiam Faancis, Sinnington, Yorks, Farmer Sept | 


Co.trer, Taomas, Leighton Buzzard, Beds 
Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 


High 


} Douson. Faaycis BrazLey, South Shields, Builder St 


| Eaton, Frank Ernest, Shetfield, Solicitor 


Sheffield Sept 22 at 12.30 Off | 


castle upon Tyne Pet Sept4 Ord Sept 4 


Sheffield 
Merchant 


Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 
| Eruiott, Samugt, Sheffield, Rag 
Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 
| Evans, Lyoia, Carmarthen, 
marthen Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 
Ginss, Anraur Samvet, Gorleston, Norfolk, Bute 
Yarmouth Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 _ 
Harcreaves, Epwix, Blackburn, Photographer LI 
burn Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 8 
Harries, Jon~n Witiiam, Blan Gwynfi, 
beravon Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 


Licensed Victualler y 


Glam, 5 


| Hotmes, George Crakk, Wragby, Lincs, Grocer 


| Lawsex, Rozeet Oswatp, Bradford, Commission Agent 
ord 


Pet ‘Bept 5 Ord Sept 5 
Soeuesew, Lewis, Briggate, Knaresborough, 
Victualler York Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 


| a Howe .t, Kenfig Hid, Glam, Draper Cariif 


Derby, Farmer Sept 22 at 
| 


Pet Aug 20 Ord | 


Caunaer, Jous Youss, Leeds Leeds Pet Sept7 ona | 


Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 
Jepason, Epwix, Wolverhampton, Senguins Wi 
bampton Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 
Evan, Jounx, Ystrad Rhondda, Glam, 
bet Aug 8 Ond Sept 9 
Lawson, Roserr Oswap, Bradford, Commission 
Bradford Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 
Meapowcrort, WILLIAM, Hollinwood, Lanes, Coal 
Oldham Pet Augil Ord Sept 7 
Mirroy, Curisrorner Josern, Bromegrove, Wae 
Tobacconist Worcester Pet July 25 Ord Augit 
Morcax, Witt1am Grirritu, Nantyglo, Mon, i 
Water Manufacturer Tredegar Pet Aug B ' 
Sept 7 
Normwax, Witiiam, St Mary C ray, Kent, 
ford’ Pet Aug 6 Ord Sept 5 
Reeves, Osapian, Southwell” Notts, Butcher 
Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 ; 
Rorerts, Ruvext, Trawsfyndd, Merioneth, She 
Portmadoc Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 3 
Rvsse.t, Hevvey, Bristol, Forage Contractor Bristd 
Augll Ord Se 
Swirn, Berrua, "Whitchaven, Cumberland, Confed 
fhitehaven Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 
Joun Geouce, Hove, Sussex, Lodging 
eeper Brighton Pet Sept 8 Ord Bept 8 
Tomurnson, CHanies Joseru, jun, West Brompton, 
High Gourt Pet sep:7 Ord Bept7 
Warp, Fraxx, Leeds, Builder Leeds Pet Aug % 4 
7 


Grocer Pont 


Baker Ge 


Novti 


Tuoepr, 


Be 

Wir.iams, Huon, Trehar is, Glam, Colliery Ripper 
Tydtil’ Pet Bept 7 Ord Sept 7 

W180, Jamus, Hanley, Grocer Hanley Pet Aug® 
Bept 7 

Woop, Saran, Thorohill Lees, nr Dewsbury, 


Dewsbury Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 18: 
Eveasy, Event, Birmiogham, Draper Birminghas 
Augl5 Ord Aug 15 





Where difficulty 18 experienced in procuring 
Soricitors’ JouRNAL with regularity # 
requested that application he ,made ding; 


the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane.” 





